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history.1 In or about 1930, when Weber's Protestant Ethic
appeared in English,2 I read that, too; but I had already
digested the meat of it in Tawney, and therefore the dish
was stale. Finally, I was called upon to adjudicate the
Essay which Mr. H. M, Robertson subsequently published,
The Rise of Economic Individualism, and the effect of this
was to make me doubt whether there was much to be said
either for Weber or for Professor Tawney. But most
economic historians think otherwise. Thus the reviewer of
Weber's General Economic History (Economic Joutnal,
September, 1928) observes:
The final chapter contains a summary of Weber's famous
discussion of religion in relation to economic ethics and the
coming of capitalism. All his work (among which, the
celebrated Essay Die Protestantische Ethik . . . stands out)
is by common 'consent excellent, but, as Mr. Tawney has
shown in Religion and the Rise of Capitalism (pp. 319-21), it is
not completely beyond criticism.
Mr. Robertson's short concluding chapter seems to me
unanswerable; and the main points of his preceding argument
are these:
(1)  The Puritan  command,  "be  content with your
calling," was not an invitation to amass wealth, but a
warning   against   worldly   ambition.    "The   spirit   of
capitalism was responsible for a gradual modification
and attrition of the Puritan doctrine; and this attrition
had barely begun in England before the Restoration."8
(2)  The tolerances of Calvin and his English disciples
are matched at every turn by equal tolerances among
the   Catholics.    Thus  a  French   (pre-Franklin)   Jesuit
1 The Editor, Professor F. H. Knight, pleads that " the significance of the
book lies in its interpretive brilliance rather than accuracy of detail,"
and the German editors explain that the lectures on which the book is
based were delivered unwillingly in response "to the pressing solicitation
of the students, for his interest was entirely centred on the great sociological
labours on which he was engaged.'* He died in the 1920*3.
1 When I came in this book (p. 65} to the distinction between "the elegant
gentlemen of Liverpool with their commercial fortunes handed down for
generations" and "the self-made parvenus of Manchester," I said to myself
"rot! Liverpool was newer than Manchester, and made its money from
the slave trade long after the Bayleys, the Touchets and their like had
enriched Manchester with culture and mercantile wealth."
* H. M. Robertson, Rise of Economic Individualism, p. 27, quoting an
obviously important book, B. Groethuysen, Origines de respite bourgeois en
France.